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III. Amendments to the Drawings 

The replacement sheets of drawings include changes to Figures 3-6 and are 
attached. Also attached is an annotated copy identifying changes made. Specific 
changes to the drawings are discussed in the Remarks section of this Reply. 
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IV. Remarks 

Reconsideration and re-examination of this application in view of the above 
amendments and the following remarks is herein respectfully requested. 

After entering this amendment, claims 31-41, 43-46 and 48-52 remain 
pending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The allowance of claims 31-41 and 43-46 is respectfully acknowledged and 
appreciated. The examiner further indicated the allowability of claim 48 if written into 
independent form. Accordingly, claim 48 has been re-written into independent form 
with all of the limitations previously recited in the base claim. In that a dependent 
claim necessarily includes all of the limitations of its base claim, it is submitted that 
this amendment of claim 48 is not a narrowing amendment and does not give rise to 
any estoppel issues with regard to its interpretation under the doctrine of equivalents 
or limitations on that doctrine. 

Amendments to the Drawings 

Proposed drawing corrections/changes are submitted for the examiner's 
approval. As requested by the examiner, annotated drawings are attached hereto 
and illustrate consistent references in Figures 3-6 of "MAX" and "MIN". 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 41 and 51 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. 

The examiner rejected claim 41 stating that it was unclear which "step" of the 
base claim was being referred to. The claim has been amended to particularly point 
out that it is the "ejecting" step of the base claim to which reference is being made. 

Regarding claim 51 , the examiner noted that antecedent basis was lacking for 
a certain limitation in this claim. The language suggested by the examiner has been 
adopted to correct this deficiency and the helpfulness of the examiner in this regard 
is appreciated. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Currently pending claims 47 and 49-52 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) as being unpatentable over either Vining, Bradley or Kilbert in view of 
Brueker et al. In view of the amendment of claim 48 and the amendment of the 
dependencies of claims 49-52, it is submitted that these claims are likewise 
allowable. Such action is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted 
that the present form of the claims are patentably distinguishable over the art of 
record and that this application is now in condition for allowance. Such action is 
requested. 
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